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of" nation " as a mere product of capitalist evolution might have been helpful to Stalin the Georgian, when speaking of his own nationality/ but it was less fitted to the neighbouring Armenians, unless capitalism were defined in a way which Stalin, the Marxist theorist, was later to reject.2 In Stalin's definition the historical evolution of the characteristics of a nation is mentioned ; but, applied literally, his theory would imply that there were no nations prior to capitalism. The nationalities policy of the U.S.S.R. would thus have lost many of its most fruitful applications. Outside the U.S.S.R. Communist policy would have been of little help if Stalin had argued on the lines of his 1913 writings, that the Riff-Kabyles and the Abyssinians were not as yet nations welded by Capitalism, and therefore able to make solid claims for self-determination.
Certainly there is with Stalin, as well as with Otto Bauer, a strong element of truth in the description of the modern national struggle as an outcome of capitalist development. But even if Stalin's occasional3 distinction between " nationalities" and " integral nations " economically consolidated by capitalism is accepted, thus overcoming the difficulty of how there, could be pre-capitalist multi-national states, there remain serious difficulties in describing *c the national struggle under the conditions of rising capitalism as a struggle of the bourgeois classes amongst themselves ",4 Stalin himself describes as characteristic instances of national struggles, * apart from the typical Czech-German issue (petty bourgeoisie versus big bourgeoisie), examples of the rural bourgeoisie of an oppressed nation 5 struggling against landlords of the dominant nation (Ukrainians in Poland), and of the whole national bourgeoisie of oppressed nations fighting the ruling nobility of a dominant nation (Poles, Lithuanians, and Ukrainians in Tsarist Russia).6 The second issue at least is typical also of pre-capitalist periods. Surveying the Asiatic parts of Russia, Stalin could easily discover quite a number of un-
1 op. tit., pp. 6-7.
2 When, in 19343 he insisted strongly on rejecting the category of *e merchant capitalism ", hitherto current in Russian, including Marxist historiography.   Typical " merchant capitalism *% i.e<, the so-called capitalism prior to the industrial revolution, is a commercial superstructure upon an essentially pre-capitalist society, and Stalin's mam argument was that Marxism distinguishes socio-economic formations by their methods of production^ not of distribution.    But once such a sharp definition of capitalism is accepted, the recognition of many East European and Asiatic nationalities would become still less possible, if, as in Stalin's 1913 book, nationality is described as essentially a product of modern capitalism,
3 See note 6 on p. 328.                                4 Stalin, op. cit.9 p. 15. 5 A description of the peasantry.                  6 Stalin, op. cit,9 p. 13.